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SUBJECT

Four proposed ordinances that would authorize new and expanded Superior Court fees.  
SUMMARY
Proposed Ordinances 2010-0576, 2010-0577, 2010-0578, and 2010-0579 authorize superior court to increase three existing fees and begin charging a new fee, which collectively would generate $627,000 in new revenue.  These new fees fees provide revenue to partially support the family court (FC) program that is proposed for reduction in the Executive’s budget.  The FC restoration plan also assumes that $897,525 in FC staff generated revenue that was cut in the 2011 budget, would be restored as the positions generating the revenue are restored.  Superior Court indicates that it intends to absorb $80,800 of expenditures to help cover the costs.  The FC proposal would restore 27.75 FTEs and $2,207,810 in expenditure authority to maintain family court operations in 2011, however a gap of $602,485 for which revenues have not yet been identified still exists.  
BACKGROUND

The Executive proposed 2011 budget for Superior Court significantly reduces or eliminates three programs within FC operations:  family court services, facilitators, and early case resolution.  The proposed budget cuts 25.75 FTEs and $2,099,645 in expenditure authority, as well as $897,525 in revenues from fee-for-service activities that would have been generated by the eliminated employees.  The Budget Leadership Team and Superior Court are both interested in preserving some of these key functions, which has generated the new fee proposals from the Court.
The fee ordinance proposals that were transmitted by the Court to the Council on Thursday, November 4, are intended to restore family court operations.  The new proposal would also create a new family law orientation program to help offset costs that would charge a $20 registration fee for all family law litigants to attend an orientation.

The proposals would do the following:
1. Proposed Ordinance 2010-0576 would increase a $20 user fee charged for facilitator services related to domestic cases to $30.  This fee is anticipated to generate $48,500 annually.
2. Proposed Ordinance 2010-0577 would increase the $150 service fee for marriage dissolution services charged by the court to $200. This fee is anticipated to generate $190,000 annually.
3. Proposed Ordinance 2010-0578 would increase the fee charged for facilitator services related to reviewing documents prior to finalization in domestic cases from $20 to $30. This fee is anticipated to generate $28,500 annually.
4. Proposed Ordinance 2010-0579 would charge a fee of up to twenty dollars to attend a mandatory family law orientation for all domestic cases. This fee is anticipated to generate $360,000 annually.
ANALYSIS

The new court proposal is to restore $2,207,810 and 27.75 FTEs to continue family court operations.  This expenditure authority is dependent upon the generation of revenues by the four fee proposals and the restoration of staff generated revenues that were not included in the proposed 2011 budget.  $602,485 in revenues has not yet been identified to make this restoration.  The proposed revenues to support family court operations would be as follows:
	Source
	Amount

	Restoration of family court staff generated revenues
	681,500

	Restoration of facilitator staff generated revenues
	216,025

	Fee increase from $20 to $30 to review documents
	48,500

	Fee increase from $20 to $30 to finalize cases
	28,500

	Fee increase from $150 to $200 per hour for marriage dissolution services
	190,000

	New fee for family law orientation litigants
	360,000

	Costs to be absorbed by the Court
	80,800

	
Unidentified funding
	602,485

	TOTAL
	$2,207,810


The increase in FTE authority for the program is related to the newly proposed orientation program that would be approved in Proposed Ordinance 2010-0579.  The court proposes to restore 23.75 of the 25.75 FTEs that were cut in the proposed budget, then to add 4.00 FTEs to manage the orientation program.  
STRIKING AND TITLE AMENDMENTS
Technical amendments that add effective dates of January 1, 2011 and place proposals in the correct sections of the King County Code are included for the Committee’s consideration.  Two of the four ordinances require title amendments which also are included.
Option 1: Approve the proposal, as amended by technical amendments
Option 2: Reject the proposal.  If the fee change is rejected, the Superior Court budget could not restore family court services.  
REASONABLENESS

The proposed new fee ordinances would generate revenues to offset costs associated with family court services.  The ordinances appear to be responsive to the financial needs of the Court and would counterbalance the agency's target reductions.  Of note, the revenues assumed to support this service are not included in the Executive’s proposed budget and would require adjustments to the General Fund financial plan.  Approval of the proposed fee ordinances helps to reinstate the family court services program. 
ATTACHMENTS

1. Striking Amendment to Proposed Ordinance 2010-0576

2. Proposed Ordinance 2010-0576

3. Striking Amendment to Proposed Ordinance 2010-0577

4. Title Amendment to Proposed Ordinance 2010-0577

5. Proposed Ordinance 2010-0577

6. Striking Amendment to Proposed Ordinance 2010-0578

7. Title Amendment to Proposed Ordinance 2010-0578

8. Proposed Ordinance 2010-0578

9. Striking Amendment to Proposed Ordinance 2010-0579
10. Proposed Ordinance 2010-0579

11. Fiscal Notes
12. Regulatory Notes
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